Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



10/676,621 



MODI, MANOJ 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Susan Y. Chen 



2161 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Susan Y. Chen . 



(3). 



(2) Robert D. Atkins . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 16 August 2007 . 
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c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)^ No. 
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Claim(s) discussed: 1.9 and 18 . 
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Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)S N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The examiner points out the following defects in the claims: 1) the 
use of phrase "is sufficient" in evaluating a total value of the set of real properties is indefinite;2) the use of 
"substantially similar types" in claim 9 is unclear; 3) the dependency of claim 18 is incorrect, because it depends on 
canceled claim 17. Furthermore, the examiner indicates if claim 1 is amended it may be allowable. The attorney 
indicated that he will amended the claims to resolve the issues raised by the examiner and clearly recite the novelty of 
instant invention in the claims. 



